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Two Central Intelligence A gm;.-y'

Nanalysts wre studying this year at the

East oAstan Research Center (EARC),

Nand their presence has ereated a boil-
Ning controversy on the relationship
Nbctaween the government and the uni-’
Nwersity and on the moral responsi-

bilities of the scholar,

The controversy is revedled in a

N corvespondence of 15 letters this sum-

mer among John K. Faivbank, direc-
tor of the ccnier; Exra P, Vogel, asso- .

Netate divector; David Ricsman, Henry

Ford 1l Professor of Sacial Scicnees;

Nane two EARC graduate studenis,
The five concluding letiers of the cor- .

respondence, between Fairbanl, and.
student [on me gslon, apprear lwluy,

Nthe fiest 1en were in yc:tcrr/ay: Crim-

SO,

1%, Livingston o VO-
wcl Scholars respon—
QIMG for “use” of.
lhur worl,

14 Swaner Road

Cambridize, Mass, 02138
August 16; 1968
Prof, Jsara Vogel . T

Behaviural Sceiences, Conlor
20':’. Junipero Serrn Boulevard.
Stanford, Callfornia 94305
hear Prof, Vogel, '

I would like to respond dircctly o
two very important ¢uestions in yowr

letter---the fssue of the scholarly search
| for

“Lruth” and the broader problem
of the complicity of Ching scholary with

the government, Then | will try to ox- -

plain vy personal eriticisins of the
professional syndromo that has  pro-
dueed wmuch complicily and uncritical
nceeptaneo by scholars of near genocido,
sulvudion-by-destruction, ete. ,

_ On tho first poin, 1 ulu.plml-scd‘ to roo

“nature of vital political problems. More-

{that you agree \\lth me gencrally on
the politieal implications of scholarship
and, on tho ecmotional, controversial -

over, 1 agrece completely with- your
cnmphasis  on accuracy and truth, I
have pgraduially come to accept ]\_'o'am..
Chomsky's p'osil.lon on this issue; name-
ly, that truth tends, by definition, 10 %
be vadieal and subversive of the oxist |
jug order. This may in fact bo a ration- :
alization on my part, but it scems to ho !
n rensonable stance. Thus, a political
line can never justily the distortion of
truth — I am still enough of a “scholar”
to belleve in this much. Iowever, I
must also say that I believe overreli-

ance on "reason” is basically escapist,
Reason {s simply and only a too), to bo

uscd to further ‘whatey nds one wish- :
es.* It is not an end in: ilsc]t in spite

Coxfthe mrsm, by many Lo \\orship such

|
|
ploccdmc‘s as reason, logic, and prag- ‘l
malism as cavdinal ’\htucs This view !
fits neatly into’ Amclic'm -style uhlilml-

anlsm, especially sinee a “resort to rea- i
son' is continually used to Jusmy exist |

ing conditions, exhort ‘others to ble ;
practical, ete. Frankly, I have no use :
whatsoever for practicallty and reason -
unless they are subordinated to bhasic

human neegls! Otherwise, reason is noth- '
ing more than opplc%lon (_commuo :
the misuse of. this concept wilth tho !

cqually distorted "frco” in the mythical

“fres world"). |

At 1o get to the dmmediate fssuo: | :

Yes, I do think Asian scholars dre ‘com- !
plicit, in or to he more exact responsible !
in some sgense for, the gm’crnmoht‘s"*
China poliey, even though they “quictly :

. voleed ohjoction to the China policy ;

while continulng 1o work within the

government in an advisory role.” It
sccms 10 me i{hat there are two main
aspeels of this: the moral und the prae-
tical,

Moraily, a scholar s, guite simply,
responsible for the ultimate “use” to
which hix work is pul, There §s no room
Tor complaints of misuse when the “out-
put” js so painfully evident in the forms
of support for Chilung Kalshek, contain-
mont of Communist China, and the ap-

for the|p
- academie

-

i-
pucntlmx o[ uoholnrshlp in Vlomum. ole., ‘

Jhad a hp!

-;-' gfn)('q

0\ ”

Tele. Logichily, those who have coutrih-;
.uted to hl\:

making of China policy aro!
ko make public thelr part n-
that safi buisadventure and take tho
knocks Iht are assuredly coming, More
people fhdn Dean Rusk arc due credit:

obligatefl

Chinn experts had thelr ﬂu-:
gers eqwnfly much in the foreign policy
ple. Hopw fo go about estublishing poll-

tical inhoeence I really couldn't say.
“Butl on

» hing j& clear: most of the-
top acagelvics fn Chincse studies havo
of & lot to do with arranging

the meds fwo are now in.

Peactledily, there is much less am-
bignity.]The discernible results of your:
‘(and otdels’) cfforts to influcence policy
from wjtilin the system arve virtually
ZCro —
anything klse, and hardly a.sweeping’
tide of Jrdforni. Thz Nation of August
19, refdrfng to American support of
Franco'} [Spatn, could very casily ho'
pointing ‘Cliina scholars hent on “sube.
verting ' h/o governnment:

Amerigah spokesmen talk of humaniz-
Ing the degime from within — which
is whak pcople always claim they are

dolng |when they cannot olherwlse
Justity] h distasteful and
which |if this caso docs not ccem to |
have tedn a conspicuously successful
of foreign Inhltrntlon.

alitance,

instange

In yohul own terms, ind u-ul.ﬂnl: in
wny megsgrahlo HENLC, Jibhoral- uniu!ully
subvorsfoh of ;,mmnmvnt dvlmumonmj
and po' icdos has heow . totall t.\llmo:
The only hpparent “ruccess” Is an evers
expandiyd  government  collaboration
which fedults in providing Jeghimacy
and suppdet for govermment policles, So
) "getling resndts,” There §x no

need fde [ me-to preach about moral
purity wangelistic Ideallsm . . this

agmatisn,

* fucel of this nlluullun is
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on §t_comes to denling with

st decade’s débacle—lots of |

mpre a holding operation than -
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